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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . Claim 33 objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 33 reads as 
an independent claim but is not designated to be dependent on any previous claim. 
Examiner believes that claim 33 is intended to be dependent on claim 18. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claim 18-21, 23 and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kamoda (US Patent 6,109,181). 

For claims 18-19, 21 and 30, Kamoda teaches a printing unit having a printing 
cylinder barrel (column 3, lines 30-35) having a printing cylinder barrel having a printing 
cylinder barrel length, an inking unit (column 1, lines 49-55, Figure 7, label 102) 
cooperating with said printing cylinder, at least three inking rollers in said inking unit 
(column 3, lines 40-45, Figure 1 , labels 13a-13c), each one of said inking rollers have a 
roller barrel with a roller barrel length, with the length of each of the inking rollers being 
less than the printing cylinder length (Figure 1, labels 7, 13a-13c), a means for 
supporting each of the three inking rollers for independent movement relative to the 
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inking cylinder (Figure 4, labels 25, 35, 13a and its changed position) and a common ink 
trough in said inking unit (column 2, lines 9-16). 

For claim 20, Kamoda teaches that the inking roller overlaps the others in the 
axial direction of the printing cylinder (Figure 2, labels 13a-13c). 

For claim 23, Kamoda teaches that the rotogravure printing cylinder is adjustable 
(column 3, lines 30-50, column 6, lines 41-52). 

For claim 26, Kamoda teaches a support shaft (Figure 2, label 1) for the inking 
rollers (Figure 2, 13a-13c) 

For claim 27, Kamoda teaches that at least two of the three inking rollers are 
offset from each other in a circumferential direction of the printing cylinders (Figure 2, 
labels 13b and 13c). 

For claim 28, Kamoda teaches in Figure 1 that each inking roller has a width and 
the widths of the rollers are non-overlapping (labels 13a-13c). 

For claim 29, Kamoda teaches in Figure 1 that the widths of the three rollers are 
spaced apart (Figure 1, labels 13a-13c). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,1 09,1 81 ) in view of Roth (US Patent 6,354,700B1 ). 
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Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 22 as found in the parent claim 19. 
Kamoda does not that the printing cylinder surface has areas where the ink overlaps in 
the axial direction of the printing cylinder. However, Roth teaches moving the ink rollers 
to overlap layers of ink. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the 
time the invention was made to modify Kamoda by moving the ink rollers to produce 
overlapping areas of ink for the purpose of improving ink penetration and coverage and 
to reduce gaps. 

6. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,109,181 ) in view of Kolbe et al. (US Patent 6,684,784B2). 

Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 24 as found in the parent claim 18. 
Kamoda does not teach a counter-pressure cylinder to define a printing gap. However, 
Kolbe teaches a counter-pressure cylinder defining a printing gap (column 3, lines 54- 
63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention 
was made to modify Kamoda by adding a counter pressure cylinder to define a printing 
gap as taught by Kolbe for the purpose of moving the web to a position where the 
printing rollers can ink and print on it. 

7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,109,181) in view of Donnis (US Patent 5,980,141). 

Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 25 as found in the parent claim 18. 
Kamoda does not teach that the rollers are staggered. However, Donnis teaches that 
the inking rollers are staggered (column 3, lines 60-68, column 4, lines 1-5). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was made to 
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modify Kamoda by staggering the rollers as taught by Donnis for the purpose of 
reducing the likelihood of double feeding from the feeding tray. 

8. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,109,181) in view of Christmann etal. (US Patent 6,283,023B1). 
Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 30 as found in the parent claim 18. 
Kamoda does not teach that the inking rollers are separately height adjustable in the ink 
trough. However, Christmann teaches that the inking roller and the ink trough are 
height-adjustable (column 1 , lines 25-30, column 2, lines 3-10). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was made to modify 
Kamoda by making the inking rollers and ink trough height adjustable as taught by 
Christmann for the purpose of being able to control the rate and amount of inking done 
to the rollers. 

9. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,1 09,1 81 ) in view of Paulson (US Patent 5,046,41 7). 

Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 32 as found in the parent claim 18. 
Kamoda does not teach that each of the inking rollers is covered by one of terry cloth or 
visco-elastic covering. However, Paulson teaches the use of a terry cloth covering for 
rollers (column 1, lines 14-26). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art the time the invention was made to modify the rollers by covering them with terry 
cloth as taught by Paulson for the purpose of absorbing the liquid from the ink trough 
and moving it to the printing cylinder. 
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10. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kamoda 
(US Patent 6,1 09,1 81 ) in view of Gutberlet (US Patent 1 ,259,394) 
Kamoda teaches all of the limitations of claim 33 as found in the parent claim 18. 
Kamoda does not teach that the roller barrel lengths overlap slightly. However, 
Gutberlet teaches that the three roller barrel lengths are slightly more than one third of 
the cylinder length (Figure 2, label 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art the time the invention was made to modify Kamoda by making the roller 
barrel lengths 10% more than one third of the cylinder barrel lengths for the purpose of 
preventing any gaps from occurring on the entirety of the printing cylinder barrel by 
overlapping the edges of the roller barrels. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAVID H. BANH whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3851 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30AM-5PM Alt. Fri 7:30AM- 
4PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Taghi Arani can be reached on 571-272-3787. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DHB 

/Taghi T. Arani/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4193 
4/24/2008 



